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500 flood facilities and revetments totaling  more  
than 119 miles of riverbank

25,000 acres of parks and natural lands

175 miles of regional trails

353 miles of underground wastewater pipes and tunnels

8 transfer stations and 2 rural drop boxes

920 acre Cedar Hills Regional Landfill

2 major regional wastewater treatment plants with  
1 under construction, 2 smaller treatment plants

4 combined sewer overflow treatment plants

2,369 commercial/residential stormwater control facilities

700 low impact development sites

2,131 square miles

1,884,200 population

14th most populated county  
in the U.S.

760 lakes and reservoirs

975 wetlands

38.15 inches average  
annual precipitation

6 major river systems

3,000 miles of streams 

100 miles of marine coastline

850,000 acres of forestlands
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Be the steward of the 
environment and strengthen 
sustainable communities by 
protecting our water, land 
and natural habitats, safely 
disposing of and reusing 
wastewater and solid waste, 
and providing natural areas, 
parks and recreation programs.

DNRP Mission
Environment 
Minimize waste and emissions, maximize resource 
re-use and recovery, and protect and restore habitats, 
ecological functions and aquatic conditions.

People and Communities
Protect and improve human health, safety, and 
wellness – minimize hazards (including toxic 
exposures and flood risk), maximize opportunities 
for community building and fitness, build internal 
capacity for excellence in service delivery.

Fiscal Responsibility and  
Economic Vitality:
Support King County’s economic development goals 
and ensure ratepayer value through effective, efficient 
and equitable program implementation.

Contents

DNRP Goals
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I am pleased to present the King County 
Department of Natural Resources and Parks’ 
2008 annual report, “Environmental  
Stewardship in King County.”

In this report, you’ll find many achievements that 
the staff of DNRP achieved in 2008 on behalf 
of residents as they continued excelling in their 
longstanding commitment to the preservation and 
enhancement of our natural environment.

We are fortunate to live in King County, where 
our high quality of life is due in no small measure to the dedication of King 
County employees, including DNRP staff. It is their hard work that maintains 
the open space, parks, trails and other amenities that we love so much. 

DNRP staff help keep people safe through our wastewater and solid waste 
management systems, keeping pollution from our waterways and protecting our 
drinking water. Our best-in-the-nation flood management efforts also ensure 
that communities are prepared for flooding, while our work to strengthen levees 
and other flood-prevention structures help keep our residents safe.

There are tremendous challenges – and opportunities – in natural resource 
management. King County is helping to lead the way locally as we respond to 
global warming, salmon recovery, Puget Sound restoration and creating resourc-
es from waste through recycling and other methods.

And we are planning for the future by planning and building the type of 
infrastructure that we’ll need to accommodate the growth that is expected in 
King County in the coming years. Investing in the future helps ensure healthy 
citizens, a healthy environment, and a healthy economy. 

While we will continue to move forward in our leadership position, we must 
now do so in a challenging financial climate. As with every other facet of county 
government, all DNRP divisions will be diligently working to find new ways of 
providing world-class services and amenities with smaller budgets.

It’s a tough challenge, but I am confident that DNRP’s talented professionals  
are up to the task.

I want to thank DNRP staff for their tremendous work in 2008, and look for-
ward to their continued excellence working for King County citizens in 2009.

Ron  Sims

From the Executive

Department of Natural Resources and Parks 2008 Annual Report2



From the Executive
The King County Department of Natural  
Resources and Parks is committed to providing  
world-class service to King County residents as we  
protect human health, preserve the environment and  
improve our quality of life.

Here are some of the highlights from 2008:

The White Center community gathered in early April 
to honor one of their fallen heroes by dedicating Steve 
Cox Memorial Park, named for the King County 
Sheriff’s deputy who was killed in the line of duty.  
The celebration included a grand opening of the park’s 
newly renovated Mel Olson Stadium.

Work on the Brightwater Treatment Plant continued 
in 2008 on land, underground and underwater. Twin, 
mile-long pipelines were placed on the Puget Sound 
seafloor and will serve as the plant’s outfall, while four 
massive tunnel boring machines continued cutting 
their routes to and from the Brightwater site. They’re 
building the plant’s 13-mile-long conveyance sys-
tem. The treatment plant is scheduled to come online 
in 2011.

The environment and the economy both get help in 
an agreement between King County and Plum Creek 
Timber that gave the county a free, permanent conser-
vation easement on nearly 45,500 acres of forestland 
in the upper Green River. In exchange, Plum Creek 
will continue to manage the land as a working forest, 
and will receive 514 development credits that allow for 
increased density of development in urban areas.

The King County Flood Control District completed 
two dozen projects and began 31 more in 2008 to 
minimize the impacts from life-threatening and 
property-damaging floods. Projects ranged from capital 
improvements on aging levees to relocating residents 
from flood-prone areas.

The old King County transfer station in Shoreline was 
closed nearly two years for a complete redevelopment. 
When it reopened in February as the Shoreline Recy-
cling and Transfer Station, it had been transformed 
into a state-of-the-art, facility that is the first transfer 
station in the nation with a Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design platinum certification.

•

•

•

•

•

From the Director

The King County 
Solid Waste Division’s 
“Recycle More. It’s Easy to Do” education campaign 
pitted six Renton neighbors against one-another as 
they put their trash on a five-week diet. The neighbors 
competed to see how much weight their garbage could 
lose, with a weekly trash weigh-in as the gage of their 
progress. The winning family lost 82 percent of their 
total garbage weight during the competition. The cam-
paign encourages King County residents to increase 
their recycling at home.

These are only a handful of the accomplishments from 
2008. These achievements came from the hard work of 
DNRP staff, whose dedication to serving all King County 
residents is truly an inspiration.

Our employees continually strive to improve commu-
nications and provide services on important projects 
such as with King County’s rural services initiative and 
the equity and social justice initiative. And we remain 
at the forefront of King County’s ongoing response to 
climate change.

I want to thank Executive Ron Sims and the Metropolitan 
King County Council for their leadership and dedication. 
King County residents are well served by this talented 
team’s commitment to excellence. 

Theresa Jennings

•
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Strategic Initiatives in the Director’s Office

Department of Natural Resources and Parks 2008 Annual Report

E xecutive Ron Sims has 
asked the DNRP Director’s Office 
to develop strategies for a number of 
important strategic initiatives. These 
issues cross divisional, departmental 
and agency boundaries.

Climate Change
DNRP staff work with Executive 
Sims to develop climate change poli-
cies, including an executive order for 
increased use of renewable electricity 
and fuel sources. Working with the 
University of Washington’s Climate 
Change Impacts Group, King County 
developed a comprehensive climate 
change adaptation guidebook for local 
government. King County is recog-
nized as a national leader in assess-
ing greenhouse gas pollution when 
reviewing projects covered by the State 
Environmental Policy Act, where the 
county is lead or is permitting a proj-
ect in the unincorporated area.

Puget Sound Partnership
The Puget Sound Partnership initia-
tive continues to work on a com-
prehensive plan for protecting and 
restoring this imperiled water body. 
County departments have formed a 
Puget Sound Team, which in 2008 
will work with the Partnership and 
other jurisdictions to ensure that King 
County’s expertise and knowledge of 
Puget Sound are used to help speed 
recovery of the Sound. 

Energy
DNRP is developing a comprehensive 
energy plan that targets a 10 percent 
reduction in energy use countywide 
by 2012, and a goal of 50 percent 
renewable energy use by 2020. One 
project that will help King County 
accomplish that goal is converting 
landfill gas into energy at the Cedar 
Hills Regional Landfill.

KingStat/ 
Performance Measurements
Performance information is used to 
enhance DNRP’s service delivery, 
improve program effectiveness and 
maintain accountability. Regional 
collaboration and improving public 
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access to performance and conditions 
information are leading to increased 
reporting frequency and improved ac-
cessibility through Web-based report-
ing.  

Rural Initiative
King County’s efforts to support rural 
areas through strategic investments, 
partnerships and reforms are being 
led by DNRP. The initiative ties to-
gether county efforts in land use and 
transportation planning, economic 
development, resource conservation 
and other factors to produce healthy, 
sustainable rural communities. Much 
of this work centers on improving 
communication between staff and 
rural stakeholders through newsletters, 
meetings and other vehicles.

Regional Water Supply 
Planning
King County continues to work 
collaboratively with other regional 
partners to develop information on 
current and emerging water resource 
management issues. The value of 
this work increases as our population 
climbs, while the demand for water 
grows. 
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2008 DNRP Performance Information
The King County Department of 
Natural Resources of Parks has been 
successfully using performance infor-
mation to enhance service delivery, 
improve program effectiveness and 
maintain public accountability for 
several years.

In 2008, DNRP was awarded the 
highest national recognition for per-
formance reporting – the “Certificate 
of Excellence in Service Effort and 
Accomplishment Reporting” from the 
Association of Government Accoun-
tants (AGA).

This award is for DNRP’s on-line 
KingStat performance report and is 
the first on-line performance report in 
the nation to receive this prestigious 
AGA recognition.

The Web-based format helps DNRP 
deliver performance reporting in-
formation to King County residents, 
ratepayers and employees, while saving 
resources. 

Several significant new 
performance improvement 
initiatives were implemented 
by DNRP in 2008, including:

Extending KingStat scorecards 
and performance discussions to the 
division level;

Developing scorecards and guide-
lines to improve capital improve-
ment performance management; 
and

•

•

Using equity assessment findings 
to inform capital improvement 
priorities. 

DNRP is reviewing all of 
its programs using primary 
characteristics:

Their effectiveness at achieving 
outcomes and improving condi-
tions;

The efficiency of program opera-
tions and resource utilization; and

The fairness and equity of how 
benefits and burdens are distrib-
uted.

Emerging performance 
management challenges that 
DNRP will address in 2009 
include:

Aligning performance outcomes to 
a three-goal sustainability manage-
ment framework;

Extending the KingStat process to 
the divisions’ section level;

•

•

•

•

•

•

Piloting the Employee Perfor-
mance and Accountability System 
for division and section managers; 
and

Rolling out capital improvement 
scorecards to improve design and 
construction decisions and to bet-
ter account for benefits realized 
through capital investments.

DNRP is striving to improve the 
extent, relevance and transparency 
of its performance information and 
to further engage with residents, 
businesses, partner agencies and 
other stakeholders toward its goal of 
sustainable, livable communities and a 
healthy environment.

For more information on our 
performance measures, visit  
http://your.kingcounty.gov/dnrp/
measures/default.aspx

•

•
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2008 DNRP Preliminary Performance Information
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KING COUNTY 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
AND COMMUNITY 

CONDITIONS

Indicators of Environmental and  Community Conditions

DNRP Performance  Measures and Results

Other factors that influence King County conditions

GOAL 1
ENVIRONMENT

GOAL 2
PEOPLE AND 

COMMUNITIES

GOAL 3
FISCAL AND 
ECONOMIC

Behaviors of 
residents and 
businesses

State/federal
regulations and 

policies

City and other 
agencies’

efforts

Funding
capacities and 
commitments

Science and 
technology

For more information, see 
http://your.kingcounty.gov/
dnrp/measures/default.aspx

Meets or exceeds target

Approaches target 
(less than 10% away from target)

Needs improvement 
(more than 10% away from target)

Insufficient data

Performance Measures Legend

Meets or exceeds standard, goal, 
or improved from prior years
Approaching standard goal, 
or steady with prior years
Below standard, goal, 
or decline from prior years
Insufficient data

Indicators Legend

Acronyms
GIS  King County GIS 

(Geographic Information 
System) Center

SWD  Solid Waste Division
WLR  Water & Land Resources 

Division
WTD  Wastewater Treatment 

Division

County Government Measures

REGIONAL
TRAIL

ACCESS
Percent of 
residents within 
1.5 miles of 
a trail

SOLID AND 
HAZARDOUS WASTE 

MANAGEMENT
Residential disposal 
rates
Residential recycling
Company disposal 
rates
Hazardous waste 
program

PERMIT/
FACILITY 

COMPLIANCE
Wastewater
Solid Waste
Stormwater

FLOOD
PROTECTION

National Flood 
Insurance
Program Rating
Achievement of 
Work Program 
Targets

EMPLOYEES
Employee Safety
Employees
ratings of 
workplace
practices

VOLUNTEERISM
Parks
SWD
WLRD

RATES & 
FEES

SWD
WTD
WLRD

EFFICIENCY
SWD
WTD
WLRD
Parks

PARKS 
ENTREPRENEURIAL

REVENUE
User fees
Entrepreneurial/
Enterprise

CAPITAL 
INVESTMENT

SWD
WTD
WLRD
Parks

CUSTOMER
SATISFACTION

SWD
WTD
WLRD
GIS Center

JURISDICTIONAL
PARTNERSHIPS

SWD
WTD
WLRD
GIS Center

RECREATION
VIA

PARTNERSHIPS
Structured 
programs
Unstructured 
activities
Financial
matches

RESIDENTIAL
STEWARDSHIP

LEVELS
Yard care
Purchasing 
practices

WASTEWATER 
RESOURCE
RECOVERY
Reclaimed Water
Biosolids
Biogas

CHINOOK
SALMON

RESTORATION 
PROJECTS
Snoqualmie
Cedar
Green
White

CLIMATE 
RESPONSE
Mitigation
Adaptation
Sequestration

ENERGY
PLAN

IMPLEMENTATION
Renewable Energy 
Efficiency/
Conservation

GREEN
BUILDING

ACHIEVEMENTS
Department of 
Transportation
DNRP
Facilities Manage-
ment Division

LAND AND 
RESOURCE

CONSERVATION
Program enrollment
Acres in 
conservation status
Transfer of 
Development Rights
Acquisitions

AQUATIC 
ENVIRONMENT
Water Quality
Water Quantity
Aquatic Biota
Shorelines
Sediment

LAND AND 
RESOURCES

Forest Cover
Forest Protection/ 
Production
Agricultural
Terrestrial Biota

RESOURCE
CONSUMPTION
Solid Waste Disposal 
and Recycling
Green Building
Building Energy Use

HEALTH AND 
SAFETY

Parks and Trail Usage
Swim Area Water Quality
Potable Groundwater
Toxic Burdens

ATMOSPHERE
Air quality
Ambient Temperatures
Climate Pollution
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2008 Awards
National Awards
Washington Conservation Corps 
Program, King County DNRP
Americorps Natural Resources 
Initiative
Water and Land Resources 
Division,�Capital Projects Section
Corporation for National and  
Community Service

KingStat 
Certificate of Excellence in  
Performance Reporting 
Department of Natural Resources 
and Parks
Association of Government  
Accountants 

Puget Sound Fresh: Eat Local for 
Thanksgiving Campaign
Clarion Awards 2008 –  
Special Promotion
Water and Land Resources Division,� 
Agriculture Program
Association for Women in  
Communications

King County Solid Waste Division
Environmental Award –  
Public Sector
Solid Waste Division
Waste News magazine

King County Solid Waste Division
Excellence Award – Silver,  
 Integrated Solid Waste  
Management Category
Solid Waste Division
Solid Waste Association of North 
America 

“Recycle More. It’s Easy to Do.”
Excellence Award – Silver,  
Public Education Category
Solid Waste Division,� Recycling and 
Environmental Services Section
Solid Waste Association of North 
America 

King County Solid Waste Division
Innovation Award
Solid Waste Division
Solid Waste Association of  
North America 

“King County Parks –  
Your Big Backyard”
KUDOS Award – Best Overall  
Communicator
Parks and Recreation Division
National Recreation and Parks  
Association 

Shoreline Recycling and Transfer 
Station
Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design for New 
Construction – Platinum Certified
Solid Waste Division,� Engineering 
Services Section
U.S. Green Building Council

Rechargeable Battery Recycling
National Community Award
Solid Waste Division,� Recycling and 
Environmental Services Section
Rechargeable Battery Recycling 
Corporation

King County River and Floodplain 
Management Program 
National Flood Insurance Program, 
 Community Rating System –  
Highest rated county in the nation
Water and Land Resources Division
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency

West Point Treatment Plant      
Peak Performance Award – 
Platinum 6 
Wastewater Treatment Division,� 
West Point Treatment Plant 
National Association of Clean  
Water Agencies          

South Treatment Plant
Peak Performance Award –  
Platinum 10
Wastewater Treatment Division,� 
South Treatment Plant
National Association of Clean  
Water Agencies

Carnation Wastewater  
Treatment Facility
Small Project of the Year Award
Wastewater Treatment Division 
WateReuse Association

Our staff works hard every day to preserve King County’s high 
quality of life. The local, state, regional and national awards 
that DNRP staff receive are testaments to our organization’s 
success in achieving this important mission. Thanks for your 
commitment to excellence. 
      Theresa Jennings, 
      Director
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Regional Awards
Healthy Nail Salon Collaborative
Air Toxics Award 
Local Hazardous Waste Management 
Program in King County
Environmental Protection Agency –  
Region 10

Pharmaceuticals from 
Households: A Return Mechanism 
Effective Partnership Award
Local Hazardous Waste Management 
Program in King County
North American Hazardous Materials 
Management Association, Northwest 
Chapter

Local Hazardous Waste 
Management Program in  
King County
Pathfinder Award
Local Hazardous Waste Management 
Program in King County
North American Hazardous Materials 
Management Association, Northwest 
Chapter

“Recycle More. It’s Easy to Do.”
Totem Award – Public Relations 
Programs, Community Relations – 
Government 
Solid Waste Division,� Recycling and 
Environmental Services Section
Public Relations Society of America, 
 Puget Sound Chapter

“Recycle More. It’s Easy to Do.”
Totem Award – Public Rela-
tions Components, Special 
Publications – TV Advertising
Solid Waste Division,� Recycling and 
Environmental Services Section
Public Relations Society of America, 
 Puget Sound Chapter

White Center Heights  
Ultimate Park Makeover
Totem Award – Certificate of  
Excellence, Public Relations  
Programs, Community Relations –  
Government
Parks and Recreation Division
Public Relations Society of America, 
 Puget Sound Chapter

Shoreline Recycling and  
Transfer Station
What Makes It Green? – 
Honorable Mention
Solid Waste Division,� Engineering 
Services Section
American Institute of Architects

State Award
Local Hazardous Waste 
 Management Program
Quicksilver Champions 
Local Hazardous Waste Management 
Program in King County
Washington State Department of 
Ecology

Local Awards
Agriculture and Forestry 
Programs
Best Partnering Organization 
Award
Water and Land Resources Division
King Conservation District

Shoreline Recycling and  
Transfer Station
Grand Award – Project of the Year
Solid Waste Division,� Engineering 
Services Section
Northwest Construction Consumer 
Council

Shoreline Recycling and  
Transfer Station
Green Project of the Year
Solid Waste Division,� Engineering 
Services Section
Northwest Construction Consumer 
Council

Shoreline Recycling and  
Transfer Station
King County Excellence in  
Building Green
Solid Waste Division,� Engineering 
Services Section
King County Green Building Team

Environmental Stewardship in King County 9



Parks and Recreation Division
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What We Do
King County Parks and Recreation Division features more 
than 180 parks, 175 miles of regional trails, and 25,000 
acres of natural areas. In addition to having one of the 
largest trails systems in the nation, Parks manages such 
regional treasures as Marymoor Park, Cougar Mountain 
Regional Wildland Park, and the Weyerhaeuser King 
County Aquatic Center.

We strive to enhance King County’s communities and our 
regional quality of life through partnerships and sound 
stewardship of parks, trails and open space. We seek to 
cultivate strong relationships and entrepreneurial initia-
tives with non-profit, corporate and community partners 
to enhance park amenities for King County residents 
while leveraging taxpayers’ dollars. Through our efforts, 
King County Parks protects and preserves the public lands 
legacy for future generations of King County residents.

2008 Accomplishments
Implementing Business Plan
Parks has transformed from a primarily general tax funded 
service provider to an entrepreneurial, accountable, per-
formance-driven organization, ensuring that it continues 
enhancing communities and quality of life – even during 
tight fiscal times.

In 2008, Parks again exceeded its annual goal of a 5 per-
cent increase in business revenues. Parks pursued a variety 
of revenue-generating efforts, including cultivating strong 
relationships with corporate partners, securing gifts and 
grants, and earning increased user fee revenues.

Generating New Revenues

Business revenues totaled $5.1 million, exceeding the 
5 percent growth goal for the fourth consecutive year.

Investments in converting ballfields to multi-use syn-
thetic turf athletic fields dramatically increased field 
availability and rental revenue, as they command higher 
fees and can be scheduled year-round.

Launched in 2008, the King County Parks Legacy 
Fund provides individuals and businesses with many 
opportunities to support the long-term maintenance 
and operations of King County’s parks and trails. The 
fund received $32,000 in its 
first year.

•

•

•

Other 2008 partnerships: Whole Foods “5 percent 
for Parks Day;” Group Health Velodrome at Mary-
moor Park; a third Aegis foot reflexology path in-
stalled at 132nd Square Park; and Nintendo DS for 
Movies@Marymoor.

Volunteer Program
More than 450 volunteer events brought 6,600 volun-
teers to King County Parks in 2008. Their 48,500 hours 
of work helped clean up parks, improve playgrounds, repair 
backcountry trails, restore native habitat and remove 
invasive species. .

Community Partnerships

The Youth Sports Facilities Grant Program (YSFG) 
awarded 15 matching grants totaling $700,000 that 
will leverage more than $5 million for the develop-
ment and construction of local youth sports facilities. 
Administered by King County Parks, YSFG is a com-
petitive grant program funded through a one-quarter of 
1 percent car rental tax. A few YSFG highlights from 
2008 include the grand opening of the Rainier Valley 
Boys & Girls Club, the I-5 Colonnade Mountain Bike 
Skills Park, and the Highland Skate Park in Bellevue.

Some 32 Community Partnership Grants Program 
(CPG) projects are in progress or under development, 
representing $12 million in CPG grants and/or capital 
improvement program commitments. By leveraging 
community investments such as cash, in-kind dona-
tions and volunteer labor, these projects will add new 
public recreation facilities valued at an estimated $64 
million.  CPG highlights from 2008 include the open-
ings of Preston Athletic Fields and Community Park, 
the renovated Mel Olson Baseball Stadium in Steve 
Cox Memorial Park, and the Audubon Birdloop Trail 
at Marymoor Park.

Transfers

Renton Pool to the Renton School District

Cascade Park to the City of Renton

Portions of Tollgate Farm to the City of North Bend

Portions of Soaring Eagle Park to the City of 
Sammamish

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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Marymoor Park

Cirque du Soleil returned to the park for five weeks in 
the spring. About 120,000 visitors attended the shows, 
which helped generate approximately $700,000 for 
King County Parks, a 27 percent increase over the last 
time Cirque was here in 2006.

Marymoor continues to be a popular venue for sum-
mer performances. The successful 2008 Concerts at 
Marymoor series featured 21 shows and brought more 
than double the revenue for King County Parks than in 
2007.

Several capital projects were nearing completion by 
year’s end, including the Marymoor Connector Trail; 
the conversion of two single use/single season fields 
into year-round facilities for multiple field sports; and 
electrical upgrades at Clise Mansion, which improves 
the facility for hosting events.

Weyerhaeuser King County Aquatic Center 
(WKCAC)

In March, WKCAC hosted the NCAA Division I Men’s 
National Swimming and Diving Championships. Eight 
national records were broken at the event, which was 
nationally broadcast and had the second-largest specta-
tor attendance in the event’s history. 

Regional Trails

An updated “Regional 
Trails in King County” map 
debuted in June, with hard 
copies available at numer-
ous locations, and a digital 
version available at www.
kingcounty.gov/parks. 

•

•

•

•

•

King County and the City of Kenmore worked to 
redevelop one mile of the Burke-Gilman Trail in 
conjunction with a State Route 522 widening project. 
The new trail is wider and has an underpass to improve 
safety and convenience. 

Feasibility and design studies were completed for the 
Foothills Trail and White River Bridge, which will 
link the trails systems of King and Pierce counties. 
The preliminary design for the permanent East Lake 
Sammamish Trail was completed, and plans are in 
place to start building the Redmond segment in 2009.

Open Space
In 2008, 
the Division 
purchased 269 
acres of open 
space and natural 
lands. Nearly 
46,000 acres of 
working forest 
were also secured 
by the transfer 
of development rights program. These acquisitions will 
protect in perpetuity the land from development. Key 
acquisitions included 83 acres added to Mount Peak/
Pinnacle Peak Park near Enumclaw, 64 acres added to 
Bass Lake Complex Natural Area, and 27 parcels added 
to Maury Island Conservation Initiative properties.

Outlook
In 2008, King County Parks began receiving funds from 
the two, six-year levies that were overwhelmingly approved 
by voters in 2007. The first levy increases funding for 
maintenance and operations, while the second provides 
funding to expand the regional trail system and preserve 
open space. 

King County Parks will make further 
progress in implementing the vision 
outlined in the Parks Business Plan to 
seek innovative partnerships and fortify 
other means for enhancing parks, trails, 
and open spaces. Parks will also continue 
to collaborate with other jurisdictions on 
transferring remaining local properties 
within the urban growth area.

•

•



Solid Waste Division
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What We Do
The Solid Waste Division provides environmentally re-
sponsible solid waste transfer and disposal services to more 
than 1.3 million residents in King County, excluding 
Seattle and Milton. The division operates eight transfer 
stations, two rural drop boxes and the Cedar Hills Region-
al Landfill – the only remaining operational landfill in the 
county. This mix of facilities provides services to resi-
dential and business customers, and to curbside garbage 
collection companies.

Along with partnering cities, unincorporated areas, 
private-sector collection and processing firms, and its 
citizens, King County leads the way in waste prevention, 
recycling and environmental stewardship. 

2008 Accomplishments

Transfer Station Renovation Takes the LEED
The division’s most extensive capital construction program 
in decades is well under way. The Shoreline Recycling 
and Transfer Station, which opened in February, received 
the highest possible rating from the U.S. Green Building 
Council – a Leadership in Energy and Environmental 
Design (LEED) platinum award. Shoreline is one of only 
65 projects worldwide – and the only transfer station – to 
achieve a platinum rating. Environmentally sustainable 
features include:

Rooftop solar energy panels; 

A rainwater collection system that provides water for 
washing floors and equipment and flushing toilets; 

Translucent windows that let in natural light, with 
sensors that turn on lights when needed; and

Recycled materials throughout, including recycled steel 
and recycled-content carpet and flooring.

The award also recognizes the division’s innovative mea-
sures to protect and restore nearby Thornton Creek. The 
division worked with local residents and the Thornton 

•

•

•

•

Creek Alliance to improve the natural environment in the 
creek corridor.

Design is about 50 percent complete on the second trans-
fer station renovation. The Bow Lake station in Tukwila is 
being designed with sustainable features similar to those at 
Shoreline, and the division is seeking the highest possible 
LEED rating for the station.

Components for ‘cleaning’ the landfill gas

Adding native 
vegetation 

and erosion 
protection 
improves 

water quality in 
Thornton Creek

Landfill Gas-to-Energy Facility Nears 
Completion
A new facility to generate pipeline-quality gas from the 
gases produced by decomposing garbage at the Cedar Hills 
Regional Landfill is expected to earn the division more 
than $1 million annually from the sale of “green energy.” 
Currently the landfill gas, which is primarily methane, 
is burned in flares at the site. The new facility will be 
one of the largest in the world and will run the landfill 
gas through a series of processors to remove and destroy 
harmful emissions, then route pipeline-quality gas into 
Puget Sound Energy’s grid. Bio Energy Washington, which 
built the facility and will provide management services, 
says the plant will generate enough natural gas each year to 
drive a car a distance equal to two round trips between the 
earth and sun. The facility is expected to begin operating 
in first quarter 2009.
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Landfill Efficiencies Save Time and Money
The division continues to seek ways to improve opera-
tional efficiency at Cedar Hills. In 2008, the division 
began using tippers to empty the trailers of commercial 
collection trucks. This technology reduces trailer unload-
ing time by as much as half and reduces wear and tear on 
equipment. 

EcoConsumer Web Site Sports New Tool
The public and media have many questions about recycling 
and other environmental issues, and the county’s EcoCon-
sumer program provides answers. In 2008, the division 
reached citizens through more than 60 TV and radio ap-
pearances, newspaper columns, an Internet blog and more.

The program launched an interactive Web site – The 
Eco-Cool Remodel Tool – featuring a virtual home where 
users can receive specific ideas on how to green-up each 
room. This tool and other EcoConsumer resources are at 
www.KCecoconsumer.com.

Recycle More. Recycle Food.
Curbside collection of food scraps has taken off in the 
county and is now available to more than 90 percent of 
single-family curbside customers. Food scraps are col-
lected with the yard waste and sent to processing facilities 
that turn the material into compost. In June, the division 
sponsored a “neighborhood challenge,” where six families 
competed to reduce the amount of garbage they gener-
ated each week. The division’s “garbologist” weighed and 
examined the families’ garbage, and provided tips on what 
could have been recycled. The winning family reduced 
their garbage from 
more than 16 
pounds per week to 
just 2 pounds per 
week, primarily by 
reducing their food 
scraps.

Schools are Turning Green
The division’s Green Schools Program, which helps teach 
schools and school districts to recycle more and conserve, 
continues to expand. Currently more than 250 schools 
and 10 school districts participate. Food scrap recycling 
programs are starting at two school districts and 10 
individual schools. For example, Glacier Park Elementary 
began food scrap recycling, improved its other recycling 
practices and raised its recycling rate from 9 percent to 54 
percent. Doing so saved the Tahoma School District more 
than $7,000 in disposal costs.

Outlook
The division will move forward with its planned facility 
renovations and infusing green-building practices into 
all future design and construction. The division is also 
preparing two important solid waste management planning 
documents. First is the 2001 comprehensive solid waste 
management plan update – the county’s primary document 
for managing solid waste and strengthening the waste pre-
vention and recycling successes. Second is the Cedar Hills 
Regional Landfill site development plan. King County’s 
primary objective is to extend the landfill’s life and keep 
rates as low as possible, delaying the inevitable rate 
increases that will come when the landfill closes and the 
county transitions to some other waste disposal method. 

The division has seen reductions in garbage tonnage and 
revenues with the global economic downturn

The division is monitoring this trend and adjusting ex-
penditures as necessary to balance activities with revenues. 
The overall goal is to continue to refine the solid waste 
system, operations and programs while providing the high-
est quality public services in a fiscally responsible manner.

Two tippers operate simultaneously to unload garbage

The division’s 
garbologist 

gives neighbors 
tips on recycling



Wastewater Treatment Division
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Mission
The King County Wastewater Treatment Division protects 
public health and enhances the environment by treating 
and reclaiming wastewater, recycling solids and generating 
energy.

What We Do
The division provides safe, environmentally responsible 
wholesale wastewater treatment services to 17 cities, 17 
local sewer districts and more than 1.4 million residents 
across a 420-square-mile area in King, Snohomish and 
Pierce counties.

Its nearly 630 employees maintain and operate the facili-
ties that collect and treat wastewater, plan, design and 
construct new facilities, regulate industrial waste disposal, 
and educate the public and businesses on ways to protect 
water quality. 

The division is also guided by its forward-thinking vision, 
“Creating Resources from Wastewater,” to research and 
invest in new technologies to turn the byproducts from the 
wastewater treatment process into valuable resources for 
the community and the environment. 

2008 Accomplishments

Resource Recovery and Conservation
Recyclable biosolids, 
the nutrient-rich 
organic byproduct of 
the treatment process, 
are in high demand as 
fertilizer for crops, to 
revegetate forests and 
clear-cut areas and as 
an ingredient in com-
post for landscaping 
and home gardens. 
Other beneficial uses 
for biosolids are cur-
rently being explored.

The division continues to expand its capture and use of 
gas and heat created in the treatment process through 
alternative “green” energy technologies. In 2008, plan-
ning efforts continued to implement the Waste-to-Energy 
cogeneration project at West Point Treatment Plant to in-
crease the use of digester gas as a source of heat and power. 

Work also got under way on a Reclaimed Water Compre-
hensive Plan, which will provide opportunities for regional 
discussion to determine if, when, and how King County 
should expand the availability of reclaimed water from 
its plants.

New treatment facilities are being built using a variety of 
sustainable design methods. The Carnation Treatment 
Plant, completed in 2008, boasts numerous “green” fea-
tures to minimize impacts on the environment, conserve 
resources and maximize energy efficiency. The plant 
earned the Small Project of the Year Award from the 
WateReuse Association for its innovative use of reclaimed 
water to enhance wetlands and preserve habitat at Chinook 
Bend Natural Area.

Keeping Pace with Growth:  
Building New Facilities
The county’s Wastewater Treatment Division invested 
more than $500 million in dozens of vital sewer improve-
ment projects to ensure the regional system keeps pace 
with growth and continues meeting regulatory require-
ments.

The division made significant progress on Brightwater, 
the county’s largest clean-water project since the 1960s. 
Contractors completed the first 2.6-mile segment of the 
13-mile-long waste-
water pipeline that 
will run up to 450 
feet below ground 
from the Brightwater 
plant north of 
Woodinville to Point 
Wells near Shoreline.  
All four tunneling 
machines  operated 
in 2008.

Construction on 
Brightwater’s mile-long, 600-foot deep marine outfall was 
completed in October. 

At the Brightwater Treatment Plant site, contractors 
began building facilities to process solids, control odors, 
and power the plant. Brightwater’s North Mitigation Area, 
which includes 40 acres of open space at the north portion 
of the treatment plant site, is completed and scheduled to 
open for public use in 2009.

In 2008, King County recycled 
100 percent of its biosolids, providing 
enough nutrients to fertilize about 
7,000 acres of farms and forests.   

Tunnel boring machine “Luminita” breaks 
ground as the first Brightwater tunnel 
segment is completed.



Environmental Stewardship in King County 15

Construction 
continued this 
year on a pipeline 
system to bring reclaimed water produced at the Brightwa-
ter Treatment Plant to irrigators and industrial customers 
in north King and south Snohomish counties. 

Other capital improvement milestones include the com-
pletion of the Carnation Treatment System, which began 
operating in May and will serve about 2,000 Carnation 
residents. 

Environmental Cleanup and  
Pollution Control
The South Treatment Plant in Renton and the West Point 
Treatment Plant in Seattle earned Platinum Peak Perfor-
mance awards for outstanding compliance with its state 
and federal permit requirements.

An environmental cleanup project completed in February 
successfully removed more than 14,000 cubic yards of 
historically contaminated sediment – enough to fill 1,400 
dump trucks – from Elliott Bay near Myrtle Edwards 
Park. The contamination had accumulated during decades 
of stormwater and sewage overflows discharged through an 
outfall that was removed in 2004. 

The division’s Industrial Waste Program regulates disposal 
of harmful substances to protect the environment, as well 
as WTD’s workers and facilities. In 2008, WTD cel-
ebrated the fifth anniversary of a waste reduction program 
requiring local dentists to install amalgam separators, 
keeping more than 375 pounds of mercury out of the 
wastewater system since 2003. Division employees testi-
fied before the U.S. Congress about the program. 

WTD was also part of a countywide effort to assist in the 
development of the Puget Sound Partnership’s action 
agenda, ensuring cleanup plans would be scientifically 
sound and feasible to implement.  

Commitment to Good Management
Moody’s and Standard & Poor’s upgraded King County 
sewer revenue bond ratings in 2008, citing progress made 
on the Brightwater project, strong management practices, 
continued positive financial performance and commit-
ment to capital improvement. 

The Moody’s rating went from A1 to Aa3, while S&P 
raised their rating from AA to AA+. The county issued 
$350 million in sewer revenue bonds to finance capital 
construction projects for the county’s regional wastewater 
system, which includes the new Brightwater plant.

For ratepayers, the strong bond ratings help minimize the 
cost of borrowing to fund capital improvement projects.

The agency continues to operate according to the 10-year 
Productivity Initiative Pilot Program established by the 
County Council in 2001. While the division fell short of 
its productivity goal established by the 2000 wastewater 
budget baseline, the program in 2008 still achieved more 
than $9.2 million in planned savings, including $1.5 
million in savings generated by employee actions. To date, 
the productivity initiative has saved ratepayers more than 
$51 million.

Partnerships
King County is entering into a “twinning” agreement 
with the Wastewater Management Authority of Thailand. 
Under the agreement, King County and Thai wastewater 
managers will share best practices for wastewater treatment 
plant maintenance and operation, financing and public 
education.

Outlook
In 2009 and beyond, the Wastewater Treatment Divi-
sion will continue meeting its obligation to protect public 
health and the environment by conveying and treating 
the region’s wastewater. The division will also continue to 
advance its environmental agenda by creating resources 
from wastewater, developing an energy plan, preparing for 
climate change and conducting environmental cleanup 
and operating source control programs.

The Carnation 
Treatment Plant 

begins operating 
in May 2008 

after two years of 
construction. 

Water quality 
monitoring ensures 
the division meets 
its commitments to 
public health and 
the environment.



Water and Land Resources Division

repair projects; elevated more than a dozen repetitively 
damaged residential homes; and operated the Flood Warn-
ing Center three times for 24-hour emergency response 
and field crews. 

Completion of more flood hazard reduction and habi-
tat improvement projects than expected. Almost 90 
percent of all milestones were reached for the 65 storm-
water, habitat restoration and flood capital improvement 
projects worked on in 2008 – a record accomplishment. 
An influx of federal funding for levee repair projects and 
funds from the Flood Control District helped with the 
high level of completed projects.

Major land purchases protecting waterfront habitat 
and moving people out of harms way. Acquisitions staff 
purchased 31 parcels for 276 acres totaling $14 million. 
The Maury Island Initiative alone included 57 properties 
totaling 143 acres with 1.75 miles of shoreline, purchased 
for $7.45 million. The Cedar River Mobile Home Park 
acquisition removed 41 homes from severe flood hazard 
at a cost of $6.5 million and included resident relocation 
expenses. 

Significant progress on controlling noxious weeds in 
lakes and along river banks. After many years of man-
agement efforts, lakes Pipe and Lucerne are now free of 
the hydrilla weed. Thanks to the partnership efforts of the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Forest Service, 
Washington Department of Agriculture and the King 
Conservation District, 67 miles of riverfront were treated 
for invasive knotweed on the Snoqualmie, Skykomish, 
Cedar and Green rivers.  
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Mission
The Water and Land Resources Division’s work sustains 
healthy watersheds, minimizes flood hazards, protects 
public health and water quality, preserves open space, in-
cluding farms and forests, manages drainage systems, and 
restores habitats.

What We Do
The division helps protect King County’s water and lands 
so that the county’s citizens can safely enjoy them today, 
and for generations to come.

2008 Accomplishments
New large, regional storm water management facilities 
completed on Des Moines and Madsen creeks. The Des 
Moines facility slows stormwater flow releases and benefits  
the cities of SeaTac, Des Moines and areas under the juris-
diction of the Port of Seattle. The Madsen facility, located 
within the Fairwood community near Renton, eliminates 
channel erosion, landslide hazards and severe flooding at 
State Route 169, Maple Valley Highway and within the 
City of Renton.

Strong emphasis in stormwater services. In addition 
to its responsibilities as King County’s coordinator for 
compliance with state and federal stormwater regulations, 
the division conducted almost 3,000 stormwater facility 
maintenance and pollution prevention inspections.  The 
division responded to more than 1,000 drainage and wa-
ter quality problems and concerns as reported by citizens, 
elected officials and other agencies.

Successful implementation of the Flood Plan and 
Flood Control District. The division completed con-
struction of 24 levee improvements and flood damage 
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Other important accomplishments include:  

Sizable grants were received for public safety capital 
projects in White Center and on the Johnson Dam.  
$1.9 million dollars will address storm water quality 
problems in White Center, with a potential annexation 
to improve polluted waters flowing into Lake Hicks, 
Salmon Creek and Puget Sound.  The Johnson Dam 
grant funds the remediation of a small earthen dam 
that provides regional surface water flow control to 
a tributary of Rutherford Creek near Redmond. The 
work was necessary to prevent the dam’s collapse, which 
posed a threat to human life and could have caused 
significant property damage. 

Ten farm pads were constructed to protect farm equip-
ment, supplies and animals from Snoqualmie Valley 
floods. Farmers reported no losses due to flooding 
following the pads’ construction, despite floodwaters 
in November that were high enough to have otherwise 
caused significant damage. Code changes and plans for 
more pads were approved by the King County Council.  

Salmon restoration partnerships continued, with 48 
habitat restoration and protection projects funded with 
more than $3 million of King Conservation District 
Grants and almost $1.5 million from the state Salmon 
Recovery Funding Board.

King County’s environmental laboratory accurately 
analyzed nearly 400,000 parameters with an accuracy 
rating of 99 percent and successfully completed its first 
year as Washington Department of Ecology’s regional 
toxic algae lab, leading the state to nearly double the 
program for 2009.

Major scientific support and analysis were provided 
including consultation on updates to flood program 
capital projects, which are essential to public safety, the 
county’s comprehensive plan update, the Brightwater 
treatment plant project, and ongoing monitoring 
and assessment, including swim beach monitoring 
and other water quality monitoring programs.

•

•

•

•

•

Outlook
The Water and Land Resource Division is looking 
forward to a productive 2009 protecting public 
safety and reducing flood risks; providing excellent 
stormwater, water quality and stewardship services; 
and ensuring the protection and restoration of land 
and water resources for all King County citizens.

Specific priorities for 2009 include:

Timely and cost-effective implementation of 
capital projects for the countywide Flood Control 
District, for stormwater problems and facility 
retrofits, and for habitat restoration priorities in the 
salmon recovery and habitat improvement plans;

Working with the Agriculture and Forestry 
commissions, the King Conservation District 
and Washington State University Extension and 
many community partners to define funding 
options for agricultural and forestry services;

Coordinating implementation of King County’s 
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System  
municipal stormwater permit to ensure effective 
management of water quality and stormwater; 

Developing a Web-based online Transfer of 
Development Rights (TDR) marketplace to bring 
buyers and sellers together and increase the number 
of landowners enrolled in the TDR Program; and

Supporting the Puget Sound Partnership 
through scientific expertise, monitoring 
capacity, stormwater operations, stewardship 
programs and salmon recovery efforts.

•

•

•

•

•



King County GIS Center
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Mission Statement
The King County GIS (KCGIS) Center provides efficient, 
high-quality geographic information systems solutions 
to King County agencies, the public, and its regional 
partners, to assist in meeting the business needs of King 
County and its communities.
 
What We Do
The KCGIS Center designs, develops, and delivers a wide 
range of robust GIS data, mapping, and analytical solu-
tions which enable efficient and effective management 
of the diverse cultural resources and complex physical 
environment of King County.

These GIS products and services provide essential support 
for the planning and management needs of DNRP, other 
King County departments, and cities and local agencies 
throughout the Puget Sound region. The KCGIS Center 
creates solutions to match individual client requirements 
through three lines of business:

Matrix Staff Services directly supports DNRP with a 
team of experienced GIS professionals, each of whom 
focuses on the needs of specific work programs.

Enterprise Operations provides centralized technical 
and administrative coordination and support for GIS 
professionals and end users.

Client Services offers a full spectrum of GIS consult-
ing and project services to King County agencies and 
external customers.

•

•

•

2008 Accomplishments

Matrix Staff Services

Parks
Staff completed backcountry trails data development and 
mapping to support planning and management needs. 
Staff also supported the realignment of Parks Mainte-
nance and Resource Coordinator Districts through refine-
ment and mapping of district boundary data. The county’s 
GIS-based regional recreation resource database was 
expanded through the acquisition of new data from cities 
and other local agencies.

Solid Waste
Staff completed numerous maps and analyses to support 
the Local Hazardous Waste Management Program. Staff 
also completed extensive data development, tracking, 
and mapping of illegal dumping locations and cleanup 
activities to support mitigation and education programs. 
Detailed modeling was performed to identify potential 
sites for temporary debris storage in disaster recovery 
operations. 

Wastewater
Staff provided geographic analysis and mapping for key 
capital projects, including reclaimed water studies, the 
Puget Sound beach combined sewer overflow projects, the 
Brightwater treatment plant, the sediment management 
program, and the conveyance system improvement project. 
Other projects included a vulnerable facilities assessment 
and the sea level rise tool, key components of the County’s 
climate action plan.

Road Alert: King County Road Closures and Conditions
Web-based public viewer which displays up-to-the minute road closure 
information. Developed by King County Road Services and the King 
County GIS Center.

Road Alert: 
King County Road Closures and Conditions  

Web-based public viewer which displays up-to-the minute 
road closure information. Developed by King County 

Road Services and the King County GIS Center.  

Road Alert: King County Road Closures and Conditions
Web-based public viewer which displays up-to-the minute road closure 
information. Developed by King County Road Services and the King 
County GIS Center.
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Water and Land Resources
Staff completed an update of the City of Seattle’s Shore-
line Master Program lake and marine shorelines chapters, 
creating analytical models for river, lake, and marine 
shorelines to use in assigning management designations. 
An update of roughly 200 integrated flood patrol maps 
was also completed, while mapping and analysis were pro-
vided to other key division programs. 

Enterprise Operations
Spatial Data Warehouse and Enterprise 
Data Coordination
The Spatial Data Warehouse (SDW) was expanded to a to-
tal of 435 GIS datasets, including 2007 orthogonal and 
oblique imagery. DNRP agencies maintain 113 datasets 
in the SDW. Primary data coordination efforts focused on 
support for KCGIS priority initiative projects, including 
a common points-of-interest data layer and final SDW 
publication of three related hydrography datasets.

Internet Mapping Services
The Parcel Viewer and iMap applications again saw high 
levels of use in 2008, ranking among the most frequently 
visited of all King County Web-based services. The Web 
Mapping Services Compendium was developed to provide 
a one-stop location for users to learn about these services. 
The page contains descriptions and links for each service, 
enabling both County employees and the general public to 
quickly and efficiently locate and access the appropriate 
Web mapping service. The compendium can be found at 
www.kingcounty.gov/operations/GIS/Maps.aspx. 

Interagency Collaboration
GIS staff provided technical leadership in developing and 
deploying the Road Services Division’s Road Alert Web 
mapping service. Staff also managed the consolidation 
of the County’s GIS software licenses from multiple 
agency servers to a central license server and worked with 
the Department of Assessments and suburban cities to 
improve the positional accuracy of the County’s parcel 
data. The LibTool GIS desktop toolbar was developed and 
deployed, enabling efficient access to the SDW.

Client Services
More than 180 projects of all types were completed for 
104 different customers, including more than 30 King 
County agencies and 12 cities.

Client Services projects of note during 2008 included 
the following:

GeoDatabase development for the City of SeaTac

Database evaluation and conversion plan development 
for the City of Ellensburg

Route maps and training for Community Transit

NPDES database development and consulting for 
Snohomish County

Outlook
Tasks in 2009 for the KCGIS Center include the 
priority work initiatives identified by the multi-agency 
KCGIS Technical Committee. These include a continued 
emphasis on improving cadastral data accuracy; updating 
GIS user applications to take advantage of the latest 
software tools and defining the KCGIS enterprise system 
for 24/7 support. KCGIS Center staff will also assist the 
Department of Development and Environmental Services 
in launching an enterprise permitting system with GIS 
as a core component, and will help Metro Transit define 
the next generation of TNET requirements for non-
motorized modes of transportation.

•

•

•

•

Regional Trails in 
King County 
Third edition of the 
high-quality map 
guide created by 
King County Parks 
and Recreation and 
the King County 
GIS Center.

Regional Trails in King County
Third edition of the high-quality map guide created by King County 
Parks and Recreation and the King County GIS Center.

Household Hazardous Waste Service Area
Screenshot of map in production. King County GIS Center / 
King County Solid Waste Division.

Household Hazardous Waste Service Area
Screenshot of map in production. King County GIS Center / King 
County Solid Waste Division.

2008 Facilities and Conveyance System
Map excerpt. King County GIS Center / King County Wastewater 
Treatment Division.



DNRP Financials
The following pages provide an overview of the Department of Natural Resources 
and Parks’ adopted 2009 budget, along with a summary of the various charges 
for utility services provided by the department’s line divisions.

King County 
Executive

DNRP
Director’s Office

$5.3 Million (O)

GIS Center
$4.4 Million (O)
GIS Center

$4.4 Million (O)

Parks and 
Recreation

$28.8 Million (O) (3)

$21.5 Million (C)

Solid
Waste

$107.2 Million (O) (2)

$75.2 Million (C)

Water and Land 
Resources

$57.5 Million (O) (2)

$69.4 Million (C)

Wastewater 
Treatment

$280.8 Million (O) (1)

$167.6 Million (C)

(1) Includes operating expenditures, debt service,   
     and transfers to reserves and CIP.

(2) Includes operating expenditures, debt 
     service, and fund balance.

(3) Includes operating and 
     YSFG expenditures.

Department of 
Natural Resources 
and Parks
2009 Budget

(O) = Operating
(C) = Capital

Department of Natural Resources and Parks Rate Summary
A summary of the various charges for utility services provided by the Department’s line division.

Annual changes in inflation rates (CPI) are shown for comparison.

2000  2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Adopted

Solid Waste Enterprise         
Rate per ton at SWD transfer stations $82.50 $82.50 $82.50 $82.50 $82.50 $82.50 $82.50 $82.50 $95 $95

   Change from previous year 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 15.2% 0%
   Regional Direct Fee ($/ton) $59.50 $59.50 $59.50 $59.50 $69.50 $69.50 $69.50 $69.50 $80.00 $80
   Change from previous year 0% 0% 0% 0% 16.8% 0% 0% 0% 15.1% 0%

Wastewater Treatment Enterprise         
 Monthly rate per household ($/RCE) $19.50 $19.75 $23.40 $23.40 $23.40 $25.60 $25.60 $27.95 $27.95 $31.90

   Change from previous year 2.1% 1.3% 18.5% 0% 0% 9.4% 0% 9.2% 0% 14.1%

Surface Water Management Program         
  Monthly rate per household (1) $7.08 $7.08 $8.50 $8.50 $8.50 $8.50 $8.50 $9.25 $9.25 $9.25

   Change from previous year 0% 0% 20.1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 8.8% 0% 0%

Inflation Rate (Change from previous year) (2)         
 Seattle Consumer Price Index (CPI) 3.7% 3.6% 1.9% 1.6% 1.2% 2.8% 3.7% 3.9% 4.2% 1.6%(3)

Notes:
(1) Billed twice per year 
(2) Source: U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (CPI-U for Seattle MSA)
(3) Forecasted change - Washington Economic Forecast Council, Nov. '07 Forecast  

Department of Natural Resources and Parks 2008 Annual Report20
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Wastewater Treatment Financials
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How to Contact Us
King County Executive
Ron Sims
Phone: 206-296-4040
fax: 206-296-0194
www.kingcounty.gov/exec/

Department of Natural 
Resources and Parks
Theresa Jennings, Director 
Bob Burns, Deputy Director
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 700 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Phone: 206-296-6500 
Fax: 206-296-3749 
www.kingcounty.gov/environment/
dnrp.aspx 

Parks and Recreation 
Division
Kevin Brown, Director
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 700
Seattle, WA 98104
Phone: 206-296-8631
Fax: 206-296-8686
www.kingcounty.gov/parks

Solid Waste Division
Kevin Kiernan, Director
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 701 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Phone: 206-296-4466 
Fax: 206-296-0197
Toll free: 1-800-325-6165   
(ext. 66542) 
www.kingcounty.gov/solidwaste

Wastewater Treatment 
Division
Christie True, Director
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 505 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Phone: 206-684-1280
Fax: 206-684-1741
www.kingcounty.gov/wtd

Water and Land Resources  
Division
Mark Isaacson, Director
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 600 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Phone: 206-296-6587
Fax: 206-296-0192
www.kingcounty.gov/wlr

King County GIS Center
George Horning, Center Manager
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 706
Seattle, WA 98104
Phone: 206-263-4801
Fax: 206-263-3145
www.kingcounty.gov/gis

King County Council
Bob Ferguson, District 1
Larry Gossett, District 2
Kathy Lambert, District 3 
Larry Phillips, District 4 
Julia Patterson, District 5
Jane Hague, District 6
Pete von Reichbauer, District 7
Dow Constantine, District 8
Reagan Dunn, District 9 
Phone: 206-296-1000
www.kingcounty.gov/council

Editing/Project Management  
Doug Williams, DNRP Public Affairs

Design/Production 
Wendy Gable Collins, WLRD Visual  
Communications & Web Unit

 

Content 
Steve Bleifuhs, John Bodoia,  Rachael 
Dillman, Jane Gateley, Richard Gelb, 
Annie Kolb-Nelson, Frana Milan, 
Susan Oxholm, Gregory Stout, 
Kathryn Terry, Doug Williams

Cover photo credits
Bill Priest, Wendy Gable Collins, 
Brett Roberts

{
             }

The Department of Natural 
Resources and Parks 2008 
annual report was printed in-

house on the King County print 
shop’s cost-effective color laser 

printer. Cost for this print run is 
less than two-color offset printing.

King County DNRP prints 
only a small number of reports 
and makes the report available 

online at kingcounty.gov/dnrp 
to minimize waste and to reduce 

printing and mailing costs.

Providing the report to the public 
is part of our commitment to 

being an open and accountable 
government, and helps the public 
assess our progress safeguarding 

the environment, protecting 
human health and enriching the 

region’s quality of life. 

PRODUCTION CREDITS
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Alternative formats available.

206-263-6500   TTY Relay: 711

To reduce printing and mailing costs, the King County 
Department of Natural Resources and Parks has made 

its 2008 annual report “Environmental Stewardship in 
King County” available online. Learn about activities and 

accomplishments of DNRP in 2008 by visiting 
kingcounty.gov/dnrp

If you would like a printed copy, please contact us
by telephone at 206-296-6500.

  Printed on recycled stock. Please recycle.

Department of Natural Resources and Parks
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 600

Seattle, WA 98104
206-296-6500   TTY Relay: 711

www.kingcounty.gov/dnrp

0902_08dnrpANNrpt.indd  wgab   


